Mutual Protection Against Blackmail. by Doering, E. J.
extension; and are circular or oval in outline. You
will see, also, that each patch is covered by the char¬
acteristic yellowish, firmly adherent scales, and,
lastly, that the disease is entirely free from moisture
or discharge, and that there is evidence of a tendency
to atrophy, depression and scarring in the centre; the
case thus, as you see, presenting all the characteristics
of the disease.
Diagnosis.-Now, without going further, the char¬
acteristics referred to in this case alone, collectively
considered, are sufficient to base a diagnosis upon;
the same combination of symptoms occurring in noOther disease. As many other skin diseases display
some of these same symptoms, however, let us see
whiit they are and exclude them. Among them may
be mentioned lupus vulgaris, ringworm, eczema, pso¬
riasis, and superficial epithelionia.
Lupus vulgaris may be excluded by its first ap¬
pearing, usually, in childhood. It is more nodular
and lacks symmetry of distribution, is more destruc¬
tive, involves deeper tissues, ulcerates, etc.
In ringworm of the face there is no tendency to
symmetrical distribution, ii is no1 so chronic, it lacks
the characteristic yellowish, firmly adherent scales,
they being loose and furfuraceous, the border is not
so active and raised, it pales more on pressure, and
we further .have a history of contagion, discovery of
the parasite with the microscope, and no sear as a
relic of the disease.
In eczema we have a history of moisture, greater
itching, it is more acute, the margins are not well
defined, it is not limited so constantly and continu¬
ously to one location, there is not necessarily a raised
margin and a clearing in the centre, the scales are
not so adherent, and there is no scarring as a relic
of the disease.
In psoriasis the almost pathognomonie, white,
silvery scales, which leave, upon removal, the char¬
acteristic red, bleeding patch, together with its usually
general distribution, would alone exclude that disease.Superficial epithelioma is a disease of old age. In
this disease we have excoriation, moisture, brown
crusting, ulcération, greater destruction and lack of
symmetry.
It will be seen, therefore, that each of these dis
eases is possessed of numerous characteristics that
we do not find in the case under consideration, and
we therefore thus exclude them.
As to the etiology of the disease nothing Is defi¬
nitely known; some regarding it as of scrofulous
origin, others as sebaceous, and others as having no
connection with eil her.
Treatment.-Various remedies have been recom¬
mended for internal administration, such as iodine,
.
iodoform, arsenic, etc., as having a special influence
over the disease. There being no special constitu¬
tional disturbance, however, in this disease, or if any,
its exact nature not being definitely understood, the
treatment, to be intelligently applied, must be mainly
local. There being, however, such an intimate rela¬
tion existing between the various organs and struc¬
tures of the body, the one being therefore so
dependent upon the other, any constitutional im¬
pairment naturally tends to prolong, if not to
aggravate, most local diseased conditions, no matter
how remote, and should therefore be sought out and
rectified by proper constitutional measures.
As to local treatment, inasmuch as we find a per¬
verted nutrition in the diseased part, giving rise to
new growth, a deposit of inflammatory exúdate, etc.,
the rational inference would be, that such topical
applications as tend to increase the physiological
afflux of blood to the part, and thereby increase or
change in character the nutrition of the involved
structures, promote absorption of deposited material.
etc., would be indicated; and to Ibis end are used
certain stimulants, irritants, etc., among which may
be mentioned the daily application of hot water,
rubbing in of green soap, application of iodine,
chrysarobin, pyrogallic acid, sulphur, mercury, can
tharides, etc., in various forms and combinations, as
results seem to indicate. In this case we will order,
for the present, the parts bathed every night with hot
water, then wiped dry and green soap rubbed in to
remain for the night. In the morning the parts willbe again bathed and cleansed with hot water, and
line impalpable boracic acid be applied for the day,
morning and noon say, the same process to be re-
repealed every day. If this set up too much irrita¬
tion, the treatment must be changed from time to
time and milder and more soothing measures be ap¬plied, as, for instance, a drachm of sulphur to an
ounce of lard or rose-water ointment at night instead
of the green soap.
MUTUAL PROTECTION AGAINST BLACKMAIL.1
BY E. J. DOERING, M.D.,
OF CHICAGO.
Among the many trials which physicians have to
encounter in the practice of their profession, is the
ever-existing liability of being blackmailed. This
may either assume the more frequent form of a so\x=req-\
called malpractice suit, or the relatively less frequent
charge of a criminal assault, according to the vicious-
ness of the complainant. It is undoubtedly a fact
that such suits against physicians are on the increase.The New York Medical Record has reported a large
number in the course of the past year, and a glance
over the Court-record in this city will prove the cor-
rectness of my assertion, as far as Chicago is con-
cerned. Every city is overrun with petty lawyers,
who have little or nothing to do, and are always will-ing to undertake any suit whatever if there is the
least prospect of getting something out of the de-fendant. From what I have learned since investi-
gating this matter, I am convinced that many of
these blackmail schemes are settled before being
made public. Many a physician has preferred thf
payment of one or two hundred dollars rather than
incur the publicity, the loss of time, and the endless
expense of a lawsuit. Again, the average jury, com¬posed as a rule of the vulgar and illiterate, will W?
1 Read before the Chicago Medical Society, January 18, 1886.
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ways have a strong leaning towards the complainant
and against the defendant, as physicians are popu¬larly supposed to be capitalists. Who, then, canblame a brother practitioner if, with all these facts
staring in his face, lie prefers being robbed by payingthe blackmailer a stipulated sum, rather than go tolaw?
In justice to myself, I desire to state that person¬
ally I have never been sued, or threatened with a
suit, and as I do not practice surgery in any of itsbranches, I consider myself comparatively safe. It
!s therefore not from any motive of selfish interest,but from a sincere regard for the welfare of my pro¬fessional brethren, that I desire to submit to your
consideration the advisability of forming an associa¬tion for the mutual protection of physicians againstblackmailing suits of all kinds, arising from their re¬lations as members of the profession. My plan is
to form an association composed of about two or
'nice hundred members of the regular profession, all
°f whom shall be of acknowledged ability, possessing
a good moral character, and standing well in theCommunity. Said association to employ one of theProminent law finns by the year, to furnish the mem¬bers such legal advice as they may desire, and dé¬tend any suit arising against the members in thedischarge of their professional duties. From corres¬pondence with lawyers, I find that an annual due of
'ive dollars for a membership of two hundred wouldSuffice to cover the expense. An initiation fee offtve dollars would create a sufficient fund for court
.'Tenses. It is not necessary to enter into furtherjtetails, which can be easily arranged if it be desiredto form such an association. It is my firm beliefthat such an association would be a power in pre-Renting suits being brought against its members. I,etj' he known that the individual physician is backedJy 'he financial and moral support of a few hundred
°t the best physicians, and aided by the best legalaient obtainable, and he will be let severely alone
*y the dregs of society who constitute, almost with-111 exception, the blackmailing element in our pro¬
visional life.lhere is only one possible objection, it seems to% which can be raised against such an association,W that is, whether the fact of being a member ofj.) .a body would not prejudice the jury against thej, 'ysician. As this is a legal point, I have consulted
e Veral lawyers about the matter, and with but onek.CePí10n they agreed that no such objection could
w "¡a'SC('> provided the scope of the associationuki be as outlined in one of the legal opinions
ist 1 slla11 IL';U' latcr- ^ - not know of llle ex~
. nee of such an association as the one proposed,|),(Illy pther city; but I find the principle of mutual
Vi i?c'lon b;ls been carried oui recently by the New
¿n rk County Medical Society. From a report of
K> auJourned annual meeting of that Society, held
corn?^" a3d' l8?5' ' 'lu"u' :,s f°llow8: "TheDr« A mmora recommend that the Society request
of ¿ ''"'. M- and A. s. Purdy, defendants in the¡casebr() '?Wn versus Purdy, to appeal, the jury having
of djBht in a verdict of $500, and also that the sum
*5°o, if necessary, be appropriated to aid in the
proceeding." 'Phe Drs. Purdy reported what theybelieved a case of varioloid. 'Phe Health Hoard
sen! an inspector, who saw the patient, and the Hoard
ordered a removal to the Small-pox Hospital. The
plaintiff remained there a short time and was dis¬
charged, and subsequently brought suit for damages
against the defendants with the plea that she did nothave varioloid. On motion of Dr. Agnew, the rec¬
ommendation was adopted.I desire now to submit to you some correspond¬
ence with reference to the proposed association. Dr.
Wm. H. Byford writes as follows:
Dear Doctor:-Your project of forming a physi¬
cians' mutual protective association, I hope will be
successful. One of the greatest incentives to black¬
mail medical men is a fact well-known, i. e., medical
men are not united. There are some among us who
think it very much to their interest to destroy a rival,
by encouraging malpractice suits. A powerful asso¬
ciation of the kind you propose would prevent these
or other viciously disposed persons from doing the
harm they now sometimes do.(Signed) W. H. BYFORD.
Our President, Dr. Parkes, writes as iollows :
Dear Doctor:-Your letter of to-day was duly re¬
ceived and the contents carefully read. 1 think.
Doctor, the association you contemplate forming isgreatly needed. I am heartily in accord with you
and will contribute whatever is within my power for
its advancement.
(Signed) CHAS. 'P. PARKES.
Dr. I). R. Brower writes as follows:
Dear Doctor:-Yours of this date to hand. I
earnestly endorse your mutual protective associa
tion. It will be, as you predict, a means of drawing
closer together the members of our profession, and ofprotection against the vilest of all members of socie¬
ty, the blackmailers.(Signed) 1). K. BROWER.
'Phe following extracts are from a letter of Dr. H.
Bettmann. As will be remembered, the doctor was
sued by a charity patient, who did not even have the
shadow of a case against him: "A heart-rending
reference by claimant's counsel to her old age, in¬
firmities and poverty, had the desired effect. Thejury, after five hours' deliberation, brought in a ver¬dict for plaintiff, fixing the damages at $4480. This
unjust verdict was set aside by the Judge, and a new
trial was granted, which took place several months
later, and the case dismissed. The plaintiff took a
non-suit and recommenced hostilities in the shape of
a new suit for $25,000, which, by order of the Judge,
was stricken off the calendar. 'Phe expenses in¬
curred by these trials amounted to $250. The an¬
noyance and mental strain I underwent are beyond
the comprehension of those who have not been
placed in a similar unfortunate position. 1 bearii!}
recommend the formation of a physicians' protective
union, which should be represented by an able law¬
yer, chosen by a committee. I also would suggest
the appointment of an Advisory Hoard, composed of
two prominent representatives of each of the special
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branches of medicine. 'Phe duties of such a counsel
would be to thoroughly investigate every malpractice
suit brought against a member of the union, and to
assist in every possible manner to secure justice."(Signed) BOERNE BETTMANN,
Dr. J. H. Etheridge states his opinion as follows,
after briefly referring to an unsuccessful attempt, sev¬
eral months ago, to blackmail him : " I am heartilyin favor of organizing a physicians' mutual protective
association against malpractice suits. The existence
of such an organization would deter many a person
from beginning suits, when it is once understood thatphysicians are organized and possessed of funds and
an attorney who means business. 'Phe careers of
many struggling young physicians would oftentimes
be assured, were they only fortified and upheld by
such an association. I heartily endorse your efforts
in this direction, and si all be pleased to cooperate
with you in any capacity."(Signed) J. H. ETHERIDGJ ,
Iii. S. C. DeVeny informs me that a recent most
outrageous blackmailing scheme has cost him to date$800, which is small, however, compared to the loss
of lime and the mental distress he has been subject¬
ed to. The doctor also is in favor of a protective
association.
The following letter is from Dr. Plyminon S. Hayes:
Dear Doctor :-In regard to my malpractice suits
-for the case was tried twice-I paid my lawyers
and shorthand reporters in round numbers eleven
hundred dollars. Each trial consumed about four
days. In addition to this 1 spent nearly one week
in coaching my lawyers on the medical aspects of
the case. The trial came at a time when 1 could ill
afford the expense. I think it will be best to form
an association of physicians and employ an attorney
by the year, for the following reasons: First, the
lawyer should have some knowledge of medicine,
and after a trial or two his competency could be
proven; second, the attorney would soon becomeposted in regard to the medical witnesses, and in anygiven'case would know who of the physicians to
call; third, I believe that this plan would be cheaper
in the end. If the defendant in a malpractice suit
desires another attorney as an assistant to the one
furnished by the association, let bim hire the attorney
at his own expense. If an attorney were employed
by the year he could be consulted at any time by the
members of the association in case they feared a suit,
and thus have legal advice from the beginning.(Signed) PLYMMON S. HAVES.
hi. E. I- Holmes writes as follows:
Dear Doctor:-I would gladly take any measures
for protection against malpractice suils thal would
really protect. Would not the fact of belonging to
such an organization as you mention, be a disadvan¬
tage to a physician brought to trial before a jury?Would the jury not be prejudiced against such a phy¬
sician as, I believe, it always is againsl one who at¬
tempts to fortify himself by sei urine a written agree¬
ment from ihe patient that he will be satisfied « iib
ihe result of an operation or treatment? 'Phe jury
have always, as far as I know, turned upon Ihe phy-
siciaii with the accusation that he has guarded him¬
self, or attempts to do so, and then neglect his pa¬
tient as much as he chooses. If a considerable
number of our friends have confidence in the plan,
and it has been in successful operation in other
places, 1 see no reason why I should not be willing
to join the organization. T should wish to discuss
the question in all its aspects.(Signed i È. L. HOLMES.
The following letter is from Dr. F. C. Hotz :
Dear Doctor :-I have had a little experience in
malpractice suits, having been sued two years ago.
My attendance in court did not extend, all in all,
over two hours, but how much time I spent with my
attorney in preparing for the case I cannot say. 'Phe
case was dropped by the plaintiff after his witnesses
had testified, but it cost me $250, actual cash ex¬
penses. As to the forming of an association, 1 have
some doubts as io its practicability. These suits
are not brought against the association, but against
the physician himself. They are, therefore, a very
personal matter, and it might be that the lawyer
chosen by the association might not be the one whom
the prosecuted doctor would choose to protect his
personal interest. You know it is with lawyers like
physicians, largely a question of confidence ; and 1,
at least, if 1 should be unfortunate enough to have
another malpractice suit, should wish to employ onlythe attorney of my own choice.(Signed) F. C. I lorz.
Dr. II. A. Johnson writes as follows:
Dear Doctor :-\ have thought over your proposed
mutual protective association. 1 may be mistakenin my estimate of the needs of such an organization,but it seems to me thal these needs are small, that
it would hardly justify the labor and expense of the
machinery. 1 do not hear of suits for malpractice
very often, and possibly 1 am so far out of the way,
I mean out of the general practice, that I have over¬looked them. (Signed) H. A. JOHNSON.
Dr. E. Andrews states his opinion as follows:
Dear Doctor:-The object is a worthy one. Like
everything else, the plan involves some difficulties.
'Phe fad of a powerful club being known to exisl foidefence, like an old sword, cuts two ways. It tends
to prevent suits on the one hand, but if one conies
actually to trial, it will prejudice the jury against thedefendant, just as corporations do. Some of the
members may not wish to use the attorney selectedby the club, and as a matter of fact, such a body wil'
rarely succeed in selecting the best man. I am not
clear at ibis moment how these evils can be bes]
obviated, but the whole matter will require very care¬ful study and adjustment.(Signed ) K. ANDREWS.
Dr. I). A. K. Steele, whose advice and assistance
have been sought in several more recent suits, write?
as follows :
Dear Doctor: With proper restrictions and safe¬guards I am decidedly in favor of a physicians' DttUtual protective association. Physicians and surgeon*
are peculiarly liable to be threatened and harassed-
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or actually bled, by blackmailers. In union there is
strength, and a combined effort to resist an attack
Upon the reputation or skill of a member byan asso¬
ciation of the profession would do much towardslessening the frequency of malpractice suits. Most
of these cases are taken by lawyers upon a contin¬
gent fee, and not infrequently urged upon the pa¬
tient by the assurance that it will not cost bim any¬thing, and thal the lawyer will give bim half of what¬
ever he recovers, or of the amount for which the
unfortunate physician compromises rather than beartbe expense and worry of a suit. If these shystersknow that the physician is a member of a mutual
Prot(jCtjVL, association, morally and financially sus¬tained by the general profession and defended by a
'"'st-class attorney who will fight the case from courtto court, the contingent fee will seem so distant that
olese fellows will think twice before boldly walking
'nto a doctor's office and demanding an immediate
settlement or threatening a suil for malpractice. I
would suggest the appointment of an Advisory Hoard,
which in a quiet way should investigate every casePefore official action is taken by the society, so that
") the very rare event of a member of the associa¬tion being actually guilty of malpractice, he could
>e advised to compromise his suil.(Signed) 1). A. k. STEELE.
"r. Chas. Warrington Earle sends nie the follow-
'«g letter:
Dear Doctor :-I am in receipt of your letter rela-lye to your paper regarding blackmailing. ! ameartily in spmpathy with the movement, although ii
ay be necessary for us to steer clear of some legalAngers.
.
H appears to me that the greatest trouble will be
'he selection of members. There are some men
me profession who by their actions invite suits of
, "'practice, and there are others who encourage suits
ar i
' Ulnv'sc conversations with the people. Thesethe men whom we must seek to exclude.(Signed) CHAS. WARRINGTON EARLE.
,,..'
"!ally, I desire to submit a legal opinion on the
, Cipal objection raised by my correspondents,(..."' what effect a membership in such an Associa-
°'' would have on the jury.ye! .n aiul Wheeler, the well-known criminal law-i give the following opinion :
<;iai . r:-Referring to the matter of a physi-
be t|S Protective society, the object of which shallin i L lnutl|al protection and defense of its members
Prof -SU'ts which may be brought against them in a
Opjnj 8lünal capacity, we desire to say that in our
QQ- jj S1|eh an organization would be an excellent
good ''1(" '('oa 's an 'l'ra erûbodying not onlyCiples' <"nill"n sense, but also the best business prin-fUr j. ail(' foresight. It is a well known fail thal byphy.j.8reater number of the suits brought against
any dljs in their professional capacity are withoutbla,.(?0oY .'"Ululation, being for the greater part mere
an i],.!-''. nK schemes. 'Phe defense of such suits by
sive, 'pi "a' 's exceedingly burdensome ami expen
One in nieinbers of such an organisation as thequestion might, by the payment of a small
amount yearly, each secure efficient legal talent to
attend to all such cases. We do not believe that the
fact of membership in such a society would at all
prejudice a jury, nor could it, as a matter of law, beproperly brought before a jury. (Signed)
MUNN & WHEELER,
Counselors-at-Law.
Mr. O. H. Horton, of the firm of Horton, Hoyne
and Saunders, one of the prominent lawyers of this
city, gives the following opinion :
Dear Si/ :- I see no reason why you may not
legally organize and maintain a society of members
of your profession for mutual benefit and protection,
as suggested by you. 'Phe practical question has
suggested itself to me of the effect of such an organ¬ization in court upon a jury, in case one of its mem¬
bers was being prosecuted. Strictly speaking, the
fact that the defendant was a member of such a sod
ety would not be competent evidence. It would,
however, doubtless get into the case, if the attorney
for the prosecution desired to have it appear. In
most, if not all, of the class of cases to which you
refer, ii is necessary for a physician lo call otherphysicians as witnesses. In that event such witnesses
could be asked if they were not members of such a
society and therefore interested in the suit, etc. That
would bring out all the facts as to there being such
an organization. But, as I understand the matter
from you, it is not the purpose to have the society
pay any judgments, if any be recovered against one
of its members, but lo defray the expenses; thal is,
pay the costs ol' making a defense, including attorneyfees. I would, therefore, suggest that in specifying
the objects of the association, you should include
not only the protection of its members, but of their
patrons and the public as well; that is, thal the pro
fessionàl secrets and confidence reposed in the phy¬
sician by his patrons should be protected from being
made public in case it was sought in any manner to
compel the physician to reveal such confidential com¬
munications, etc. In other words, make the organ¬
ization as much for the protection of the employers
of the physicians as the physicians themselves. I
think that thal would remove all practical objection
to the organization, so far as the effect in court upon
the trial of a case is concerned.(Signed) 0, 11. HORTON.
This finishes the correspondence, which in itself is
so complete that 1 have nothing to add. I earnestly
request every gentleman present to-nighl to state his
opinion, whether or no he is in favor of forming such
an association as the one proposed. The time at my
disposal is very limited, bul if 1 receive enough sup
port to encourage the formation ol a protective
union, I promise lo do all in my power lo make it a
success. 1 believe such an association lobe entirely
practicable, that it will be a power for good, thal ii
can do us no harm, that it will draw us closer together
as a profession, thal it will be a great satisfaction to
one assailed by misfortune to have the sympathy and
support of his fellow-practitioners-thal, in short, it
will favor the principles of a common brotherhood,
viz. : equality, harmony, justice and unity.
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